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ABSTRACT 
This research is to differentiate between Section 84 of Malaysia Penal Code and the 
McNaughten Rules of insanity. This research will look into the words used by both 
law, whether they were vague or not. This research also looks into the different 
implementation of the rules, whether the other is stricter than the other vice versa. In 
the last chapter, recommendation to the findings of this research will be laid down. 
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